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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 5/5/06, regarding claim 2 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding 35 USC 112 rejected 
claims 3-6, 8, 10-16, and 18, applicant points to Fig. 4 and the written 
description that describes Fig. 4. However, the Examiner notes the 
disclosure currently fails to teach the currently claimed limitations. Wherein 
the cited section of the specification in applicant's arguments provides, 
after approval, the diagnostic findings are associated with a language 
code. However it is interpreted by claim, verification that a diagnostic 
finding is encoded with a language identifier indicative of a match with an 
operator desired reporting language. As it is applicant's position that 
verification and approval are correlated, the Examiner is not persuaded by 
applicant's arguments and the rejection remains. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding claim 2, "WFU fails to 
disclose"... identifying diagnostic findings commonly repeated in reports of 
a specific type... wherein said identifying comprises analyzing a plurality of 
reports generated at a particular site."" The Examiner cannot concur. WFU 
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explicitly teaches "The reporting system 10 also allows for the automatic 
incorporation of repetitive findings from previous reports into a new 
report. If a previous report contains a "trackable" finding, that previous 
finding is brought to the attention of the radiologist." The specific type of 
report is at least interpreted as reports containing diagnostic findings, 
furthermore, inherently previous reports with the finding being commonly 
repeated, all will be identified, these reports are inherently generated at a 
particular site. As claimed the Examiner fails to distinguish the claimed 
elements from the cited prior art, as it can read on the claim as currently 
presented, despite applicant's arguments. 

In response to applicant's arguments regarding claim 19, the 
Examiner notes applicant's arguments, "the medical report generator 100 is 
a source program, executable program, script or an other entity comprising 
a set of instruction to be performed." The Examiner notes the medical 
report generator, however the Examiner fails to locate "wherein the 
software application is configured with logic for verifying that a 
plurality of diagnostic findings selected for inclusion in a report are 
reflective of the same reporting language." More specifically, the presence 
of a medical report generator does not teach the claimed limitation, 
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opposed to a manual verification or automatic verification, or segregate 
which elements are automatic or manual. The Examiner notes other 
specific elements being taught performed by the medical report generator, 
see specification, p. 11. lines 5-11, and 30-32, p. 12. lines 1-10. Regarding 
configuration of the medical report generation. However the Examiner fails 
to locate the claimed elements as reported in the previous rejection. 

The Examiner notes the official notice of the previous rejection has 
been interpreted as admitted prior art, without challenge. 

Claim Rejections -35 use §112 
2. Claims 3-6, 8, 10-16, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim(s) contains subject rhatter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The Examiner fails to locate 
anywhere in the disclosure (claims 5 and 6), "wherein Using comprises 
verifying that a diagnostic ifinding is encoded with a language identifier 
indicative of a match with an operator desired reporting language before 
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adding the diagnostic finding to a report (finding set)." The Applicant Is 
directed to point out where this limitation may be found. 

As per claim 19, the Examiner is unable to locate, "wherein the 
software application is configured with logic for verifying that a 
plurality of diagnostic findings selected for inclusion in a report are 
reflective of the same reporting language." 

Claim Rejections '35 use §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was l<nown or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Wake Forest University (hereinafter referred to as WFU, WO 01/1 1 548). 

As per claim 2, WFU discloses a method for providing an automated 
report in a computer based system, comprising: 

identifying diagnostic findings (p.3. lines 21, 22) commonly repeated 
(p.20.lines 6-12-repetitive) in reports of a specific type (reports containing 
diagnostic findings are at least a specific type); 
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translating the identified findings into a reporting language (p. 30 lines 

1.2); 

inserting the translated findings into a language encoded database 
(p.30 lines 1-4-translation look-up table-the translated findings must 
necessarily be inserted into the translation look-up table, before the 
reporting system can automatically translate the radiologist's report); and 

using the language encoded database in a physician-directed 
iterative process to identify diagnostic findings responsive to a plurality of 
observed images (p.SO.Iines 1-4, identifying a finding-creating reports, 
using the language table to translate it/them, p.24.line-p.25.line 6-"as each 
diagnostic finding is created" is interpreted as the physician-directed 
iterative process, p.24. lines 17, 18-located diagnostically significant feature 
from the image, "the thumbnail images later may be incorporated to the 
final report... "-Interpreted as the diagnostic findings responsive to a 
plurality , p.SO.Iines 1-4, the Examiner Interprets the final report to be 
utilized as discussed), wherein said identifying comprises analyzing a 
plurality of reports generated at a particular site (see identifying step above, 
furthermore, the reports are inherently generated at a particular site). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the 

basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wake Forest in view of Papier et al. (Papier, US 
2002/0021828). 

As per claim 7, WFU discloses a method for providing an automated 
report in a computer based system, comprising: 

identifying diagnostic findings (p.3.lines 21 , 22) commonly repeated 
(p.20.lines 6, -12-repetitive) in reports of a specific type (p. 3 lines 21- 
p.4.line 11, -radiology-is interpreted as the specific type); 

translating the identified findings into a reporting language (p. 30 lines 

1.2): 

inserting the translated findings into a language encoded database 
(p.30 lines 1-4-translation look-up table-the translated findings must 
necessarily be inserted into the translation look-up table, before the 
reporting system can automatically translate the radiologist's report); and 
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using the language encoded database in a piiysician-directed 
iterative process to 

identify diagnostic findings responsive to a plurality of observed 
images (p.24.line-p.25.line 6-"as each diagnostic finding is created" is 
interpreted as the physician-directed iterative process, p.24. lines 17, 18- 
located diagnostically significant feature from the image, "the thumbnail 
images later may be incorporated to the final report... "-Interpreted as the 
diagnostic findings responsive to a plurality , p. 30. lines 1-4, the Examiner 
Interprets the final report to be utilized as discussed); and 

but lacks explicitly teaching providing access to a physician to an 
editor, wherein the physician generates in a desired language customized 
diagnostic findings that are subsequently subject to said process to identify. 
However, an editor generating customized information, that is used by a 
user was well known at the time of the invention. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art at the time of the invention, 
for WFU to have customized diagnostic findings that a physician could use 
to identify a diagnostic finding. Furthermore, Papier teaches having a 
desired reporting language, customized diagnostic findings (Fig. 4 item 
238). Therefore it would've been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art. 
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at the time of tlie invention, to combine WFU witin Papier, whicli would 
provide the benefit of allowing a physician to identify diagnostic findings 
responsive to a plurality of observed images in a desired language (see 
Fig. 4-as the preferred languages, and customized findings as the 
preferred/professional terms). 

As per claim 9, WFU and Papier make obvious dependent claim 7, 
but lack explicitly teaching the customized diagnostic findings derive from a 
previously approved set of diagnostic findings in the reporting physician's 
desired reporting language. However previously approving information was 
well known in the art at the time of the invention. Therefore, at the time of 
the invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art 
to have Papier's customized diagnostic findings approved, which would 
provided the benefit of having a database which contains approved 
information in a language. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Lament M. Spooner whose 
telephone number is 571/272-7613. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571/272- 
7602. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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